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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


ROBIN YANISHEFSKY, 


Defendant. 


INDICTMENT 


The Grand Jury chaxi^es: 


NOV £9 larj ^ 

Via OF 


On or about the 318 t day of October 1973 in the 
South im District of New York, ROBIN YANISHEFSKY, the defendant, 
unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly did possess with intent to 
distribute. Schedule I and II narcotic drug controlled 
substances, to wit, 5 glass ine envelopes of heroin and 


4 tinfoil packets of cocaine. 


( 



(Title 21, Unlteo scaces (;oae, seccions ox^, 
841(a) (1) and 841(b) (1) (A) . ) | ; fT 


ana j i .-M- t f • 

t 
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COUNT TWO 

The Grand Jury further charges: 

On or about the 31st day of October 1973 in the 
Southern District of New York, ROBIN YANISHEFSKY, the defendant, 
unlawfully, intentionally and knowingly, contrary to a 
regulation promulgated by the Attorney General, introduced 
and attempted to introduce into and upon the grounds of a 
Federal penal institution, to wit, the Federal Detention 
headquarters, 427 West Street, New York, New York, contraband 
articles, to wit, 5 glassine envelopes containing herein and 
4 tinfoil packets containing cocaine. 

(Title 18, United States Code, Section 1791). 
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To The Honor 2 Ut>ie Judge I. B. Wyatt: 

T response to your letter dated December 10, 1973 

I «rouid like to comply with your request to specify in what 
respect I feel I was not "justly" represented. Thus being, 

I feel Mr. ^avy should have but did not against ray objections 
introduce the only person whom I was constantly with on the 
day in question, my friend Miss Lucy Wilson, 39 West 27 Street, 
New York, New York. She would have sworn that I was Innocent. 


J-Bii/. 


Furthermore, due to the fact that the visiting list 
was not made available by the orosecution until the trial had 
commenced, Mr. Leavy, upon receipt of those documents should have 
requested a postponment in order to have ample time to interview 
those who might have had some bearing on this case and been 
witnesses to my Innocence. 

opinion I feel that Mr. Leavy did not present 
this case to his utmost as he was not completely convinced of my 
Innocence in this matter and might have been drawing his con- 
clusions from my past records. In his summation he practically 
stated that I was guilty. ' 


Therefore, I request that the court either re-assign 
Michelle Herman as my defense attorny or assign another lawyer 
to argue my motion for a new trial. 


Respectfully yours, 

ROBIN YANISHEFSKY J 







To Judge t 





Dear sir;- 

I am the father of Kobin Yanishefsky.ohe was found guilty 
in your Cf^urtroom and coming un for sentence soon. 

I am aware of her record and I know her oroblcms, and 
of course do not agree or aporove of what she has been ' 
dooag. W<? have tried for a long time to change things.' - 
But all that does not make her a criminal. /»nd in this ^ 
instance we are convinced of her innocense. ’ ^ 

sat through the proceedings the first day. And on the 
basis of the testimony-by the prosecutions only witness/” 
no witnessess for the defense called; the inept, bumbling, 
defense put un by Mr Levy, the defense attorney; his ' 
anoarent belief in his clients guilt; praise for the 
truthfulness of the prosecutions witness; it left no 
choice, but for a verdict of guilty. One does not need 
a defense attorney to cast the first stone. 

Perhaps from where your Honor sits it was not obvious 
that there was constant coaching ofthe witness by the 
orcsecuting attorney '.Vhere the witness would look at 
him after every question and receive an approving nod 
to answer or not. But Mr Levy heard nothing, saw nothin? 
and said as much. ® 

There is much more at stake here than this case itself. 
There is the welfar^of a 4 year old child that we take 
care of. But we are old, and our hooe id for the mother. 
Jail will be the worst possible thing as a solution. 

There is a deep going rot and iromoraJity and liwlessness 
inthis generation. My daughters case history is in the * 
thousands, but that if no consolation. 

May I respectfully ask that rlr Levy be replaced with some 
one competent, for prejuidicing his clients case?. 

Since she was found guilty, may I ask you innthe name of 
Justice what can be done to undo the damage? The people 
acquainted with this case from the beginningC and 1 cannot 
quote anyone of course) are of the opinion, that any kind 
of decent defense would find this thrown out of court. 

•It is so easy to condem, to lecture and exaet payment no 
matter how much it hurts. But how hard it is to helpl 

But that is why I ‘m writing this. For 1 know of no one 
your honor who could be.nore help, ?ino just, and with 
respect for the law at the same time. 

Tliank vou for your consideration 


u)/ 


' f«spectfullly V 
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